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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Florida reviewed John Troy’s convictions for armed burglary, armed robbery,

sexual battery, and first-degree murder, along with his death sentence. The court rejected challenges to

Florida’s voluntary-intoxication statute, the sufficiency of the evidence supporting attempted sexual

battery, and other trial and penalty-phase rulings, and affirmed the convictions and sentence.
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Troy appealed convictions for armed burglary, armed robbery, sexual
battery, and first-degree murder, together with a death sentence for
murder. The State cross-appealed on two issues that the court declined

to review.

Constitutional challenges to statutes were reviewed de novo;
sufficiency of the evidence and motions for judgment of acquittal were
reviewed under a de novo standard; evidentiary rulings were reviewed
for abuse of discretion; and the court independently reviewed the

sufficiency and proportionality of the death sentence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

L0.

Whether section 775.051, Florida Statutes (2001), which bars voluntary intoxication as a defense and

excludes such evidence for specified purposes, violates due process.

. Whether the exception for lawful prescription drug use in section 775.051 violates equal protection.

. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to support the attempted sexual battery conviction and the

use of attempted sexual battery as a felony-murder predicate.

. Whether Troy had a right to make an unsworn allocution directly before the sentencing jury without

being subject to cross-examination.

. Whether the trial court improperly limited Troy's ability to present evidence of remorse by warning that

the State could inquire into his suppressed confession.

. Whether exclusion of Michael Galemore's speculative testimony violated Troy's rights to present

mitigation evidence under the Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments.

. Whether the trial court erred by refusing to instruct the jury on the statutory age mitigator.

. Whether the sentencing order improperly treated Florida law as requiring death when aggravating

circumstances outweighed mitigating circumstances.

. Whether Florida's death-penalty scheme violated Ring v. Arizona.

Whether the evidence was sufficient to sustain the first-degree murder conviction and whether the death

sentence was proportionate.

HOLDINGS

1.

Section 775.051 is constitutional because eliminating voluntary intoxication as a defense and limiting its
use to establish specific intent is a substantive alteration of the mens rea rules, not merely an

unconstitutional evidentiary exclusion.

. The prescription-drug exception in section 775.051 does not violate equal protection.

. The evidence was legally sufficient to submit the attempted sexual battery charge to the jury and to

sustain the conviction.

. Troy was not entitled to make an unsworn statement of remorse to the jury without being subject to

cross-examination.

. The trial court did not err by warning that evidence of remorse could open the door to relevant portions

of Troy's suppressed confession for credibility-related inquiry.

. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by excluding Galemore's testimony concerning Troy's

hypothetical life imprisonment and prison conditions.

. The trial court did not clearly abuse its discretion or commit harmful error by refusing to instruct the

jury on the statutory age mitigator for Troy, who was thirty-one at the time of the crimes.



8. The sentencing order did not improperly treat Florida law as automatically requiring death whenever

aggravating circumstances outweighed mitigating circumstances.

9. Troy was not entitled to relief under Ring because the relevant aggravators were based on facts already

found by the jury, including the felony-murder predicate and prior violent felonies.

10. The evidence was sufficient to sustain the first-degree murder conviction, and Troy's death sentence was

proportionate.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We find the reasoning and conclusions in Cuc and Barrett to be sound and we adopt that reasoning as our
own.” (645)

“If there is room for a difference of opinion between reasonable people as to the proof or facts from which an
ultimate fact is to be established, or where there is room for such differences on the inferences to be drawn

from conceded facts, the court should submit the case to the jury.” (647)

“In essence then, Troy was able to assert the substance of the claim he now makes, and thus was not deprived

of the opportunity to assert his emotional immaturity.” (652)

“Proportionality review "is not a comparison between the number of aggravating and mitigating
circumstances; rather, it is a thoughtful, deliberate proportionality review to consider the totality of the

circumstances in a case, and to compare it with other capital cases."” (655)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

John Troy was convicted of murdering Bonnie Carroll after attacking her in her apartment, and of subsequently
attacking, binding, and robbing Traci Burchette. Physical and DNA evidence connected Troy to Carroll's murder
and Burchette's attack, including blood, DNA, fingerprint, and clothing evidence. Troy admitted responsibility
through defense counsel's opening statement but argued that the murder was not premeditated and was not
committed during a felony. The trial court imposed death after finding four aggravating factors and multiple

statutory and nonstatutory mitigating factors.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Troy was convicted by a jury of offenses arising from the murder of Bonnie Carroll and the attack and robbery
of Traci Burchette. After an eleven-to-one jury recommendation, the trial court imposed a death sentence and
found four aggravating circumstances, along with statutory and nonstatutory mitigating circumstances. The
Supreme Court of Florida reviewed the convictions and death sentence, conducted its required sufficiency and

proportionality review, and affirmed.
DISPOSITION
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